10 the Never 


Nr. STEBBING; 


BEING 


E. M A R K 8 


Upon his late Book 
| Relating to SINCE RITY. 


2 5: T H * 3 "IS 


POSTSCRIPT, 


Concerning the 


urig of the Church, 


#3 


1 * 
, 4 


By a CuNL IAN I 


LONDON: 


Printed by W. W. for ]. RQBERTS in Warwick 
Lane. M DCC Xl. = 


( Price 44.) 


8 1 , / 22. . 4 | 
| 2 


4 


4 
_ 


—_— 


Az 2 8 N 8 7 r SSC 0 EY * 2 TY 
2 A, 1 n > © = STS OY * k 8 N 1 
3 4 3 0 » ” : by ; Y 2 . — * 7 Jed OI; 4 2 — 25 2 3 25 Ng : "> 2 web 
2 5 2 $ LEY * pt %. wa ads W | & n K 
CPC is ET OG 2585 — 8 f 
— r , 


; 12 
W 5 FEED Ar; ha. x 7 12 
„ = ia” peter. Bf ct 8 8 
1 NJ F . * 


f 3 
8 

1 
> 4] 

as 

: 3 

1, 
* 

$ 

SY 

"> 
3 


* 


: 18 gy RES. 5 
itn, 1 e 


To the Reverend 


IS a prudent and unex- 


Dl his Friends on a Subject 
he's ſo intirely a Stranger to as Sinceritye 
A thing which he knows one is qualify'd 
to write well upon by being an hoxeff 
Man, more than being an able one. But 
TI wonder any Perſon or Principle ſnou d 
prevail with Tou, Sir, to engage on that 
Side of a Controverſy, which has ſo little 
A 2 Rea- 
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Reaſon, and ſo much Scandal to ſupport 
it. This, I think, is the Second Time of 
' Your Appearance in Aid of the learned 
Committee. But tis remarkable, that 
your Zeal for the Cauſe has carry'd you 
beyond it: For in your firſt Task you had _ 
nothing to do but to enquire, Whether _ 
Chriſt were Chriſt, or the Clergy ; Or whe- 7 
ther BoTH Chriſt and the Clergy were Chriſt * 
— In the ſecond, the only Queſtion be- 
fore you was, Whether the mere Externals 
of Religion were Religion? A Queſtion © 
which one wou'd think might as eaſily be 
determin'd as this, viz. Whether the mere 
Gown and Caſſock of the Rector of Ricking- 
hall are the Rector of Rickinghall > _ 

But in anſwer to the many Arguments 
you have advanced againſt Religious 
Sincerity, Ill venture to offer a few in its 
Behalf ; and to affirm that what I here 
ſend you as my Sentiments upon Sincerity 
have their own to recommend em. But 
before I go any farther, I muſt do you 
the Juſtice to obſerve, that what you ſome- 
times call Sincerity, is not properly Sin- 
cerity, but your own Notion of it; and 
that you are often very elaborate in an 
Argument, nor againſt the Biſhop's Miſtake 
of the Truth, but againſt your Miſtake of the 
Biſhop. Which is the more to be won- 
der d at, when you had his Lordſhip's 
„„ een 
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Words before you in the goth Page of 
his Preſervative, which are ſo very plain 
and expreſs that one woud think you 
cou'dn't chooſe but underſtand em in their 
own Senſe, and conſequently in his Lord- 
ſhip's. — He there lays down this Poſiti- 


'on, viz. That the Favour of God depends 
upon ones real Sincerity in the Conduct of 


one's Conſcience, and of one's own Act ious under 


it. He illuſtrates this by an Inſtance ; 


and then immediately after, within the 


ſame Paragraph, draws this Concluſion, 
viz. Therefore the Favour of God follows 
ci. e. depends upon) Sincerity, conſider d 


as ſuch, i. e. follows real Sincerity in the 


Conduct of one's Conſcience, and of one's 
own Actions under it, conſſder d only as 


Real Sincerity in the Conduct of ones Con- 


ſcience, and of one's own Adions under it. 


The Convocation and others therefore, by 


cenſuring his Lordſhip for aſſerting that 


God's Favour follows mere Sincerity, (i. e. 
Sincerity conſider d as ſuch, )cenſure him for 


aſſerting that God's Favour follows mere 
Sincerity in the Conduct of one's Conſcience, 


and of one's own Actions under it. Hereby 


they muſt be underſtood to aſſert that 
God's Favour does ot follow mere Since- 
rity in the Conduct of one's Conſcience, 
and of one's own Actions under it. But 


if they aſſert that it does ot follow mere 
— Sin- 
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Sincerity, (i. e. Sincerity alone) in the 
Conduct &c, Then they muſt mean that 
it follows ſomething over and above Since- 
rity in the Conduct of &c; But if they mean 


that ic follows ſomething over and above, 


that ſomething over and above muſt either be 


| RECTITU DE (of Unclerſt auding, Willing, and 


Ading ),orelſeIns:ncerITyY:If they mean 


that God's Favour follows Rectitude (of Un- 

derſtanding, &c.) Over and Above Sincerity, 
They mult either mean 20 more Rectitude 
(of Underſtanding, &c.) than al the Rec- 


titude (of Underſtanding, &c.) a Man can 
Poſſibly attain to in this World, or elſe 
More than A a Man can poſſibly attain 


to in this World; if they mean the former, 


7. e. No mors Rectitude than all that can 


be attain d to in this World, they muſt 
mean Ones Underſtanding, Willing, and 


Ading fiucerely in the Manner one appre- 


hends one ought to underſtand, to will, and to 


att, after one s Sincere( which implies one's 


Utmoſt) Endeavours to find what that Manner 
is : Becauſe this is 2 the Rectitude that 


can te attaiu d to in this World. But now 


tis plain that this Cderſtanding, Willing, 
aud Acting fincerely in the manner one ap- 


prehends. wy bag het to underſtand, to will and 


to ail, ater one's fiucere Endeavours to find- 


very juſtly calls Sinceriiy in the Conduct of 
: — | | 4 
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one's Conſcience, and of one's own Actions un- 
der it, i. e. in one Word, Sincerity. Con- 
ſequently, to ſay that God's Favour does 
not follow Sincerity alone, but Sincerity 
accompany d with all the Refitude (of 


Underſtanding, Willing, and Acting) which 
a Man can attain to in this World, 
is to fay that Gods Favour does not 
follow Sincerity alone, but Sincerity 


accompany d with Sincerity, i. e. not Since- 


” rity alone, but N alone. But this 


you'll ſay is too abſurd a Meaning to be 


the Committees. Well then, let us fix 
upon the other, which is the only one 
that remains; namely, that when they 
> fay the Favour of God follows Somethi 

* over and above Sincerity in the Conduct of 
one s Conſcience, and of one's own Actions under 
it, by [ ſomething over and above] they mean 
More Rectitude (of Underſtanding, Willing 


and Acting) than barely the Utmoſt Recti- 
tude which one can attain to in this World; 


But if they mean this, they mean to make 
ones procuring the Favour of God depend 
upon one's attaining to that inthis World, 
which it's impoſſhle for one to attain to 
in chis World ; and fo to make one's pro- 
.. curing the Favour of God depend upon an 
UImpoſſibility of one's procuring the Fayour 
of God. The former Meaning was bad 


enough 
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enough by being abſurd; this is worſe, by 


being both impious and abſurd too. 


Thoſe therefore who ſay the Favour of 
God does not follow mere Sincerity in the“ 
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Conduct of one's Conſcience and of one's 


own Actions under it; but that it follows 


ſuch a Sincerity accompany d with ſome- 
thing elſe; cant mean, conſiſtently with 7 


go Senſe, that it follows ſuch a Sin- 


cerity, accompany d with all the Rec- 
titude (of Underſtanding, Willing, and 

Acting) which Man is capable of at- 
raining to in 2/0 World, becauſe that's - 


meaning by Sincerity ahd ſomething elſe, 
Sincerity and nothing elſe. Nor can they 
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mean conſiſtently either with good Senſe or 


Piety, that it follows ſuch a Sincerity ac- 


company d with more than all the Recti- 
tude (of Underſtanding, Gc.) which Mas 


is capable of attaining to. in thx World; 
but if they mean yxezther of theſe, they 
muſt mean what's more abſurd and more 
impious than either of em, 2. e. They 


muſt mean that the Favour of God does 
not follow Sincerity, unleſs it be accom- 


pany d withInsINceRITY. Whichmakes In- 


ſincerity neceſſary to Salvation as well as 
Sinceriry. —— Thus, Sir, I've made it 
appear, that to diſtinguiſh in rhis Caſe 
between Sincerity and mere Sincerity, is a 


Diſtinction that proves nothing, but the 
— > —— . 
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Weakneſs or Wickedneſs of ſuch as make 

uſe of it. They might as reaſonably tell 

us, that the Favour of God follows Chri- 

the ” fianity, but not mere Chriſtianity, as that 
nes - it follows Sincerity, but not mere Since- 
. rity (in the Conduct of one's Conſcience, 

and of one's Actions under wo 

Thus much J have ventur'd to advance 

in oppoſition to The Church: To advance 

more, wou'd be to exceed the Province of 
one who is anſwering, not them, but Mr. 
Stebbing; not oppoſing the Committee, but 
his manner of defending em. And therefore 

now I proceed to his ſagacious Remarks, 

I begin with obſerving, that in the ſe- 
_ cond Page of em, you are ſo full of your 
Metaphyſicts, as to forget your Logiek: 
For, what you fay of Sincerity's having 
0 Degrees, Language it ſelf convinces us 


can be only true of Sincerity in the A. 
e _ NRraft: not in the Concrete. For Inſtance; 
%a Man who uſes / the beſt means he 
can to be rightly inform ' d in his Judgment, 
bes and Acts according to that Judgment, 


is a Man who's perfectly ſincere: Well, 
then he who uſes not a/, but almoſt all the 
beſt Means to be rightly inform d &c, is not 
perfectly ſincere + but L wou'd ask, May 
not he properly be ſaid to be more ſincere 
than the Perſon who uſes. fewer of theſe 
Means? He may certainly, with good Pro- 
8 pPriety, 
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priety, be ſaid to be more fincere than ſuch 
a Perſon ; And why? only becauſe his 
Conduct approaches nearer to a perfectly 
fincere Conduct than ſuch a Perſons. 
Thus when one Man is ſaid to be a better 
Man than another, the Meaning is only 
this, That he is /eſs wicked than another: 
Tor, properly ſpeaking, no Man is good, 

but he who has perfectly, who has guite, 
fulfill d a// the Precepts in the Goſpel ; 


But he who is here ſaid to be a better Man 


than the other, can't properly be ſaid to 
have more perfeftly, more quite, fulfill d all 
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the Precepts of the Goſpel, than another, 


becauſe this is abſurd : and therefore this 


can't be the Reaſon of his being call'd a 


Better Man; but if this be not the Rea- 


ſon, the Reaſon muſt be becauſe he has 


fulfill'd more Precepts of the Goſpel than 


the other, or done more than the other ro- 


warels fulfilling a the Precepts of che 
Goſpel. For the ſame Reaſon then that one 


Man may be call'd a better Man than ano- 


ther conſiſtently with Propriety of Speech; 
one Man may be call'd a more ſincere Man 
than another, conſiſtently with Propiety of 


Speech. And you know too that it is and muſt 


be the Common Way of Speaking, to fay that 


ſuch Chriſtians, or ſuch a Religion, are 
better Chriſtians, or a better Religion, than 
ſuch and ſuch. And this, I hope, youll 


grant, 
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grant, is talking Intelligibly ; if it is not, 
you your ſelf in many Pages are Unintell;- 


gible$ but if it zs, then in this particular 
Page Im upon, you are very impertinent; 
inaſmuch as you arc writing withour any 


Reaſon, not againſt the Biſhop, but a- 


gainſt Language it ſelf. 
Page 4. Here, Sir, I muſt tell you, that 


when you ſpeak of the BesT and the 


WoxsT Communion, you make a very 


bad Uſe of thoſe Two Terms, BesT and 


WokrsT. Certainly that Man joins with 


the Beſt Communion, 7. e. with the Only 


Communion he ought to join with, who 


Joins with that which in the Sizcerity of 


his Heart he BELIEVES to be the Only 


Communion he ought to join with: be 
that Communion what it will, as to that. 


Goodneſs of it which is known Only to 


God, i. e. as to what you call its atrin/ick 


Goodneſs. 
Page 9. The Foreign, Out of the Way, 


- improper Senſe, wherein you, and the Dean, 
_ and the Committee uſe and apply theſe 


Two Words, is again remarkable in his 


Page, and is the Foundation of a Thou- 
ſand falſe Reaſonings in the Controverſy. 
His Lordſhip is charg'd by you All with 


Maintaining, that in chuſing a Com- 
munion, Every Man's own private Judg- 
ment will juſtify. him in the Wo ss v 
is BA CHoice 


: . ; 
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Choice he can make ; whereas his Lord- 
ſhip's conſtant Doctrine is that, It will 
only juſtify him in the BESTH Che he 
can make : i. e. when a Man makes Choice 
of ſuch a Communion, as he fincerely 
judges to be the Beſt Communion he can 
chooſe, the Sincerity of his Judgment will 


Juſtify him in ſuch a Choice. 
But, it ſeems, the judicious Committee, 
and the Dean, and Jou, diſtinguiſh be- 


_ tween that which is the Beſt Choice in it 
ſelf, and that which a Man's own Judgment 


faithfully propoſes to him, as the Beſt. This 
indeed is a Diſtinction that I very much 


wonder at, eſpecially in the Mouth of 
the Committee. For, pray, has a Man 
any thing to inform him, Which is the 
BEST Choice IN IT SELF, Which is the 


BEST and MosT ETIGIBLE Communion, 


but his own Judgment; and mult not that 


be Deem d the BesT Communion IN IT 


SELF, Which, the Oxly thing that CAN in- 
form him which Communion zs the Beſt in it 
ſelf, Dots inform him s the Beſt in it ſelf:? 


In Page 18 and 19. You ſhew your 
ſelf as great a Stranger to Reaſon, as in o- 


ther Places to Religion. Here you have 
Two Adverſaries to contend with; the 
Biſhop, and Demonſtration: You under- 
take to overcome Both: 


Quid dignum tanto feret hic Promiſſor hiatu ? 


If 
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6 
If all you advance in p. 19 were rue, what 
wou' d the Truth of it ava you? What 
Good cou'd it do your own Cauſe; or 
whar Harm to the Biſhop's ? But that ir 
is not ſuch an Argument as you deſign d 
it for, is plain. For, in the Notion of 
the Nonjurors, Mr. Nelſon SNS by the 
very Act of Communicating OUT Or THE 
*NoxjuroR's CHURCH; Which is a Cir- 
cumſtance that you ſeem to have forgot 
in p. 19; For there the Man who is ſup- 
pos'd to SIN when he acts according to 
an Erroneous Conſcience, does not fin Bx 
acting according to his Conſcience; no; 
but by firſt Contracting, and afterwards 
Continuing in, an Erroneous Conſcience, 
y means of not uſing due Endeavours Before 
he had it, to Prevent his having it; and 
when he had it, to Remove it. So that 44 
the Guilt he has by means of his errone- 


Mp 
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ous Conſcience, is Autecedent to, and in- 
tirely Independent on, His act ing according to 
7t. For ſuppoſe he did Nor att according to 
it; woud his erroneous Conſcience be- 
come Jeſs erroneous in its Dictates, by 
his Not acting according to its Dictates; 
wou d his Guilr of one kind be diminiſhd 
by his adding Guilt to it of another kind? 
Is not ailing againſt ones Conſcience, AS 
acting ſo, a SIN? You own it s. Why 
Then, acting even againſt an E RON Os 


Con- 


. (14) 


* Conſcience is a SIN, and as great a Sin 
j as if it were ot an erroneous one. But if 


to act Nainſt it be a SIN, then to act ac- 


** 
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cording to it is No Sin: For of Two Con- 


trudictories Hoth cannot be afirm d of the 


ſame thing, and in the ſame reſpect. And 
therefore you are mightily out if you 
bring 2his as a parallel Caſe to that which 
His Lordſhip was ſpeaking of; becauſe 
His Lordſhip's puts a Man under a Neceſ- 
ty of Sinning (and, as I apprehend it, 
5 bol ſinning in an equal Degree) both Ways; 
113 This does not. So that in this Place you 
en. are rather 2 to argue, than arg 
Fang ing, againſt the Biſhop. And here the 
World have a Character, either of your 
Cauſe, or of your own Defence of it, when 
they meet with ſo little Argument, in 1 
Place where you affect the Moſt. Hert 


ii it is you oppoſe Demonſtration by 


what you take to be Demonſtration. But 


are the Biſhop's Demonſtration and yours 


 Arikr, when yours is deficient in the 
Main Thing which ſhou'd make em alike? 
Your Book indeed abounds with ſuch De- 


S N 3 


Rb monſtrations, which demonſtrate nothing 
=_ that I know of but their Own Weakneſs, | 


and /7i who makes uſe of em. 


ml 7 Tho' Mr. Nelſon's Conſcience were erro- 


oY neous, and that Error contracted by h 
own Fault; that wou d make no Difference 


which 


t ac- 
Don- 
the 
And 


you | i 
hich 7 
-auſe Þ 
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ays; 
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hich cou'd affect the Biſhop's Argu- 
And therefore you dont ſhew any 
thing amiſs in His Lordſhip's Demonſtrati- 
on, but a great deal in your own Appre- 

benſion of it, when you ſay he has left 
the main Thing to be ſuppos d, which 
gives Force to his Reaſoning. Mr. Nelſon, 


+ 


according to the Nonjurors, is calt out of 
od's Favour, not for aiting according to 
is Conſcience by Communicating with our 
hurch, but for Communicating with our 
*Church > This, according to them, and 
this alone, caſts him out of God's Favour 


40 22 facto, let his Conſeience be Erroneous 
dhe or not Erroneous, and let him come by that 
your Conſcience how he will. Tis enough to the 
vhen Furpoſe of His Lordſhip's Argument, for 


rence 
which 


fit to be ſuppos d that He acted according 
to his Conſcience by doing as he did; and 


conſequently chat he had Refitedhis Con- 
ſcience if he had done otherwiſe ; and by 
efhſting his Conſcience, had even in the 
Opinion of the Nonjurors themſelves, been 


; #8 
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caſt out of God s Favour : So, according = 


the Nonjurors, Mr. Nelſon had been caſt 


out of God s Favour, BY doing W. hat, ac- 


_ cording to the Nonjurors, is the Condition 
of Nor being caſt out of God's Favour. This, 
Sir, is whar J take ro be manifeſtly the 


. Senſe of his Lordſhip's Argument; an Ar- 


by hn © 


gument which it's caſier to ſay you can 
| | an- 


iin. 
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' BisHoOP makes All Communions alike with re- 


1 to Salvation, All Church-Communion x 


mm alike with reſpect to Salvation. He 5 


anſwer, than zo anſwer. *Tis Dementia 
tion it ſelf; tis the beſt Sort of Demon 
ſtration: And this Tll venture to be ſure 


of; that neither A you have ſaid, nor 4 
you can ſay, nor All that the Dean, or 


Tus COMMITTEE can ſay, will ever be 


able to Overthrow 1 it. 


Now, Sir, I've conſider d 4/7 your Ar- 3 


guments, and given {ſuch an Anſwer to the 


Beſt of em as they deſerve: But had al- 


moſt overlook d a Paſſage in page 4. ol 


your Book, which you d be very angry 
at me for taking no Notice of. There 
you reflect upon Two Perſons; Ever + 
and THz BisHoe : Upon EvcLiD, by 
telling us that Ze never Demonſtrated any 
thing better than Joa have done: Upo 


TRE BisHop, by making Him write 2 
gainſt All Communions. But whence do 


you prove thz2 Why, You tell us THE 


þ 
1 


ſpect to Salvation: THEREFORE with re- 


ccording to his Lordſhip, ſay You) b 
Unneceſſary. A notable Argument indeed! 


1 beg the Reader wou d attend to it: 


< The Biſhop, ſays Mr. Stebbing, makes ; 


ALL Communions alike with reſpect ; 
© to Salvation; THEREFORE he makes 


« Arr Commatnlons and No Communi- 


hn, 


5 writes | 
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alt; "4 writes Fox All Communions, THERE= 
„ FORE he writes AGAINST em All. His 
„ Lordſhip is for ALL Religions, TuRRE/ 
91 4 & FORE he's Againſt RELIGION. He's 
for SINCERITY in Choice, THEREFORE 
& Againſt CHoIce”. Such are the Conclu- 
ons of Mr. Srebbing. There are many more 
pf the ſame kind in your Book, if had Time, 
Room, and Patience to take Notice of em. 
And is this the Argument you boaſt 
of? An Argument which you ſhew as 
much Weakneſs in advancing, as you do 
Confidence in calling it Demonſtration. 
I can't chuſe but obſerve that the no- 
„ by. ate of Some, and the Impertinence of 
an) Others, have each of em a Share in the 
Controverſy upon Sincerity. Without this 
Obſervation, one cou'd not be able to 
A account for the Pains which are taken 
by the Biſhop's Opponents to ſhew that 
there # ſuch a Thing in Nature as Sincere 
Sinning; and that they are much better 
Acquainted with 7; bi than with any Other 
. ®Sinceriry. One of em ſeems to have a 
good Notion of Sincere Murder. Another 
\ -. Mo have an excellent one of Sincere Adul- 
akes ter. A Third ſpeaks of Sincere Infinceri- 
ped 4 ty. The Nonjuror Mr. Law's Belief is, 
akes | that one may Des) the Being of a Godl 
uni. With a ſincere Mind: And even Dr. Sher- 
He 4 Pl himſelf thinks a Man may reject Je- 


rites | C ſus 
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ſus Chriſt VER SINCERELY. Whilſt 


they make ſuch a. Mock of RELicrox 


(for ſuch they know is Real Sincerity), 
I imagine em to be in a merry Mood ra. 
ther than in a thinking one. But Toy 
Sir, ſeem to be ſerious upon this Head 


and to cloath their Language with Tour 


own Gravity ; hinting that You verily 


believe there are ſuch Creatures in the 


World as Sincere Atheiſts, Sincere Hypo- 
crites, Sincere Dr. SHERLOCKS. Now, 
whether You are not very wrong in this 


Belief, 2 Queſtion which its only the 
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Buſineſs of every Mans Common Neaſon, 


Not of Me, to determine. For in de- 
1 the Doctrine of the Biſhop, I am 
blig'd to anſwer every thing that 

Mr. Stebbing advances ; but only every 
thing he advances which affets the Do 
 Arine of the Biſhop : And the Doctrine of | 
the Biſhop, that ſincere Chriſtians will 
have the Favour of God, is »ot at all af- 
fected by an Enquiry whether ſincere 


Atheiſts &c will have the Favour of God. 
There's a great Difference between a ſin- 


cere Chriſtian, and a ſincere Man; and 
conſequently a Difference between aſſert- 
ing that God's Favour follows Sincerity, 


as ſuch, when the Perſon who aſſerts it 


manifeſtly addreſſes himſelf to Chriſtians 


Ix PAxTiCULAR ;and aſſerting it, when he 
— ad- 


ö "19 } 
Vhilſt 


addreſſes himſelf ro Al Men Uxiv=rsSAL- 
5ION y. His Lordſhip (as appears, not only 
rity). from the Title Page of his Book, but from 
d 7a. bis Book,) was Ipeaking, manifeſtly, to 
t Tou Chriſtians as Chriſtians 0 of no other 
lead chan Goſpel-Sincerity). Now, how any 
Tour Man can be a Sincere CHRISTLAN, and 


'erily at the ſame time a Sincere REjECTOR of 


1 the » eſus Chriſt ; or how His Lordſhip, by 
© {ac *aſſerting that God's Favour attends one 
NOW, of 'em, can be underſtood to aſſert that 


1 this t attends both of em ; are Difficulties 1 


the leave the Dean to contend with. 5 
eaſen, His Lordſhip's Subject was Sincerity r 
de. e Manner of Religion Sc; Sincerity, 1 
I am mean, in the Choice of that Manner; and 
that jn the Purſuit of it, when choſen. And 
ver) he may more properly be ſaid to ſhew 
De "himſelf a Friend to 4// Communions, 
e Of rhan to None of em, by arguing that 
Will * God's Favour is fare to attend Siucerity in 
J af. Axv W 3 
ere? you very well know, Sir, that the 
God. Things His Lordſhip's Doctrine aims to 
| ſin- advance, are The Eſſence and Purity of 
1 Divine Worſhip, of Religion &c; that the 
ert- 


r 205 on The Eſſence and Purity of Divine Wor- 
ts it 
ans ; 
nhe 
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( 20) 
but muſt be the Senſe of that abus d Paſ- 
ſage in his Lordſhip's Sermon, P.20. Which 
J wiſh I could rather believe the Commit - 
zee, and Dr. Sherlock particularly, guilty 
of Miſunderſtanding than of Miſrepreſent- 
ing. That Paſſage ſhews the Scope of 
the whole Sermon, and runs thus— 1. If 
the very Eſſence of God's Worſhip be 
Spirit and Truth. 2. If Religion be 
* Vertue and Charity under &c. 3. If 
true real Faith cant be the Effect of 
Force — Then, in Any of theſe Caſes, 
© To apply Force, is to Act contrary to 
© rhe Intereſts of True Religion.“ — In 
Any of theſe Caſes, z. e. In Caſe of God's 
Worſhip, In Caſe of Rcligion &c. To 
apply ſuch Methods of advancing God's 
Worſhip, of advancing Religion, as are 
deſtructive of what God's Worſhip (i. e. 
God's Real Worſhip) conſiſts in, viz. Spi- 
rit and Truth; Of what Religion, (i. e. 
Real Religion) conſiſts in, i. e. Virtue and 
Charity Sc; Is to apply ſuch Methods 
of advancing God's Worſhip, as are He- 

firuitive of God's Worſhip (properly ſo 

calld ); ſuch Methods of advancing 

Religion, as are Deſtructive of Reli- 
gion, (properly ſo call d:) Conſequently 

ſuch Divine Worſhip, or ſuch Religion as 
is ſo advanced, is Merely Nominal Divine 
EE mai 


(21) 
Paſ- Worſhip, Merely Nominal Religion, 5. e. 
hicl 7 No Divine Worſhip, No Religion. 8 
mit Is this, vir, to 7 the Worſhip of God 
uilty and the Neglect of it, on the ſame foot- 
ſeut- ing: Thus Religions and the Biſhop's 
50 Adverſaries, Wou d induce the Ignorant 
to believe. Bur ſure 'tis one thing to ar- 
gue againſt Infercing the Worſhip of 
Cod, Another thing to argue againſt 
”-Inforcing this er that particular way f 
ct of Worſhipping him, and no other ; For 
it's no Conſequence, that Becauſe Im 
not obligd ro Worſhip God this way, 
— In Therefore Im nor oblig d to Worſhip 
zod's him Ayy way. The Biſhop argues a- 
. To gainſt Nominal, merely Nominal, Divine 
Jod's _ Worſhip : Which is arguing Conſequen- 
_ > tially, even in that very place, For REAL 
Divine Worſhip, i. e. for Divine Worſhip ; 
- unleſs it can be provd, that arguing a- 
(i. e. gainſt ſuch Methods of Advancing God's | 
cand | Worſhip, as are deſtructive of the very 
thods | Eſſence of God's Worſhip, is Arguing a- 
7 gainſt God's Worſhip. „. 
I ask Tou now once more: Toa, Sir, 
ncing Becauſe You are become the Tool of the 
Reli- Committee, in a Cauſe which «they them- 
ently ſelves are as much aſhamd, as afraid to de- 
fend; I ask Jou, I ſay, How the Biſhop 
can be ſaid to Diſcountenance the Worſhip 
of God > But before You give an Anſwer, 
— Sir, 


f 
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Sir, Let me deſire You to remember, that 
To Diſcountenance the Worſhip of God, 
is To Diſcountenance 4 Ways of Wor- 
ſhipping God, and that to Diſcountenance 
Al Ways of Worſhipping Him, is. To 

Countenance No Way of Worſhipping 


Him: But to Diſcountenance only ſuch 


Ways of Worſhipping God, as have zo? the 
Eſſence of God's Worſhip, is Countenan- * 
cing Al Bur Such; and conſequently 
Countenancing All that ought to be Coun. 
tenanced. If therefore it Countenances 
All Ways of Worſhipping God thatOwgh to 
be Countenanced, and by Countenancing 
All thoſe Is far from Diſcountenancing All, 
and yet muſt Diſcountenance All Before It 
can Countenance the Neglect of God's 
Worſhip: It follows, that It's far from 
Countenancing the Neglect of God's Wor- 
ſhip: even fo far from it, that It Diſcoun- 
tenances that and only that: For, as Thave 
ſhewn already, It Diſcountenances the 
ſubſtituting of any thing which has not 
the Eſſence of God's Worſhip in the Place 2. 
of God's Worſhip, and calling it by that 
Name; And certainly as far as Any thing 
which has not the Eſſence of God's Wor- 
ſhip, is Subſtituted in the place of God's 
Worſhip, and calld by that Name, ſo 
far God's Worſhip is Neglefed : And this 
indeed is the Wickedeſ/t kind of Neglect; 
5 For, 


„ 
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For, in Fact, tis a Neglect of Divine Wor- 


ſmip, and an Abuſe of it at the ſame time. 


Since therefore the Biſhop's Doctrine 


does not Countenance the Neglect of God's 

Worſhip, But on the contrary, Counte- 
nances God's Worſhip; And ſince, in or- 
der to put Both thele on an Equal Foot- 
ing, It ought ro Countenance, and equally 
to Countenance Both; The Conſequence 
is, That It does xo? put God's Worſhip and 
the Neglect of it, on an equal Footing. 


Indeed His Lordſhip's Doctrine does put 


Real Divine Worſhip, and THE NE G- 
LECT of mere Nominal Divine Worſhip, 
. e. The Neglect of what is directly con- 
trary to Real Divine Worſhip on the ſame 

Footing. But it does not follow, that 


Therefore it puts Real Divine Worſhip 
and the Neglect of Real Divine Wor- 


ſhip on the ſame Footing; Unleſs it can 
be prov d, that Real Divine Worſhip and 
merely Nominal Divine Worſhip, are One 


and the ſame thing, 1. e. that Both what 3 


Real Divine Worſhip, and what x not Real 


Divine Worſhip, are Real Divine Worſhip. 


In ſhort, the Biſhop argues for what's 


of no Leſs Conſequence to Divine Wor- 


ſhip than the very Eſſence of it, Spirit and 


Truth; But by thus arguing for the Eſ- 
ſence of it, does not, cannot mean to oppoſe 
every thing that's Nor the Eſſence of it, 


| ij 
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3. e. All the Neceſſary Externals of Re- 
ligion. No; You are ſenſible He wou'd 
have the Externals of Religion to prevail, 
u Externals ; but not as Religion. 
With what Reaſon now, with what 
Conſcience, with what Modeſty, can the Com- 
mittee, and Dri Sherlock particularly, 


charge his . Lordſhip, and charge him in 
thoſe very Writings of theirs, wherein z. 


they put God's Worſhip and the Neglect 
of it on the ſame Footing, with putting 
Gods Worſhip and the Neglect of ic on tl 
the ſame Footing 2 Or with what new ey 
Evaſion can Jou, Sir, with all your So- 
Phiſtry, juſtify em in ſuch a 8 2 
The DEVIL himſelf could not aſſert, 


that the Biſhop has put Divine Worſhip p 
and the Neglect of it, on the fame foot- 


ing expreſiy; The COMMIT T EE, I hope, 
will 10 longer aſſert, that he has done it 
Conſequentzally. 3 „„ 
I conclude with being ſorry, that vou 
ſhould handle the Biſhop and Sinceriry in 
ſuch a manner: and that You ſhou'd at- 
tempt to eſtabliſh Your Reputation on the 


Ruins of Your Religion. But alas! Men i 


are got into a Principle that inclines 'em 


to oppoſe things, not becauſe they are Falſe, N. 


But becauſe they are Uupopular. And 1 
wWhilſt they have ſo much Selſiſpneſs as to 
be only promoting their own Cauſe, 3 

„ have 


have ſo little Modeſty as to call it the 
Chburch's: tho at the ſame time if the 
Church's and the Truth's had FEW ER 
| nemies; The Biſhop's they are ſenſible 
wou'cd have Fewer, and Their own 
* ORE. 
+ cannot cloſe, Sir, without doing You 

1 Ine piece of Juſlice. It muſt be con- 
ſeſs d indeed that You have written ſo 
well on the Wrong Side of the Queſtion, 
as to make the World think You coud f 

nee better on the Right one. 

And, I muſt ſay this too of Your wor- 
thy Patron the Dean, ( which I believe 
every Body will eaſily concur in) that 
Tho His Prejudices and Paſſions are on the 
2 ommittee's Side, His Good Senſe is on 
5 the Biſhop's. I ſubſcribe my ſelf 
= Asa Friend to the Rights of Chriſtzans, 
PrIiLo-CHRISTIANUS. 


I „ D οο ES 


HAT I write to )You at kw, You 
3 {ce I write, as a Chriſtian: You 
Hall ſoon hear from me in the Quality of 
Man; at which Time I ſhall carefully 
4 eigh every thing advanced in His Lord- 


; ſhip's Sermon againſt Abſolute Authority; 
every Fang advanced I His Lordſhip's 


Ene- 
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Enemies i» Favour of it; Shall examine | 
the Biſhops Anſwer to the Committee; 
ſhall examine Mr, Stel bing s Anſwer to 
the Biſhop : Shall ſhew that the Dean has 
e the Rector; ſhall ſhew * N 
the Rector has contradicted Himſelf: In 
ſhort, thall conſider 44 Matters celaring 4 
to AUTHORITY ; ſhall reconſider ſome 
Matters relating to SrtxcERT TV: Shall 5 
prove that the Church may have the Church: 
Right, without having Chriſt's ; that % 
People may have the Peoples Right, with. 
out having the Church's: Shall lor; 1 
purſue You, Sir, through all your Turn. I 
ings and Windings ; and ſhall, q 
not only endeavour to Demonſtrate, bud 5 
Demonſirate, that the Biſhop's Doctrine: 
ſubvert zo Government or Diſcipline in th“ 
Church of Chri/? : but that they da, an 
 owght to ſubvert 47 Government an 
Diſcipline in the Church of the Devil. 

| Theſe, Sir, are ſome Sketches of whal F 
1 deſign in Anſwer to Your Firſt Treatiſe 
when I have Leiſure to anſwer it Disjun; 4 
Aim: In the mean Time, My Anſwer 10 
it Conjunctim, is briefly this; 1 
That the Biſhop has 470 to ud 9 


Church only an Alſolute Authority 
Has not determin'd whether the Churc! ” 
can have any Authority remaining i 
it, abſtrafed from that which he ha 
deny d to it as an n Abſolute wn 
an? 


FOE. 
Cannot therefore be charg'd withdenye 
ing to it Al Authority ExPRESSLY 5. 
Cannor be charg'd with denying to it 
All Authority CONSEQUENTIALLY, 
unleſs Abſolute Authority implies ALL 
| Authority ys 5 
ing If Abſolute Authority implies ALL Au- 
»me thority, Then the Committee themſelves 
+ muſt labour under as bad a Charge as the 
7 Biſhop, or a worſe : For either they tbem- 
'* felves deny Av$0LUTE Authority, or they 
ich. do not; If they do, then they themſelves, 
as well as the Biſhop, deny A Authority 
to the Church (becauſe Abſolute Authori- 
ty is ſappos d to be All Authority); But if 
they do not, Then where is the Biſhop's 


5 by IMPERTiNENCE in preaching ſuch a Do- 


[4 


th: 9 Etrine as he did N. Or Their VERACITY in 
= denying that its applicable ro Themſelves > 
3 CONTENTS. 


4 = \ | Reaſon for Mr. Stehbing's aſſiſting Dr. Sherlock 


on the Subjef of StNCERITY, P.3 


= Sincerity, in its whole Senſe, means Sincerity in the 
Conduct of one's Conſcience and Actions under it. 5 
His Lordjbip ſpeaks of it in this Senſe ; and expreſſes 
"this eaſt. Fn at ras oy 
The Committee, by arguing that God's Favour does not 
fellow mere Sinceriiy in This Senſe, muſt be under- 
* Food to argue, that it follows Sinctrity, accompa- 
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All that can be arriu'd at in this World. ibid. 

8 All the Rectitude that can be arriv'd at in this 

8 2 . World, is Sincerity in the Conduct of one's 
"Y *@onſcicnce, and Actions under it. ibid. 


* that to ſay God's Favour does not follow 

3 mere Sincerity (in the Conduct of &c), but 

— follows 1 that Sincer ity. accompany d with Recti- 

rude , is to ſay It does net follow Sincerity, 

but Sincerity accompany'd. with Sincerity, 7 7 

On the other hand, To ſay that God's Favour Ne 1 
not mere Sincerity, ut Sincerity accompanied 1 


1 with ſomething elſe, and that this Something elle] 
| 38 not [ReQnude}, is fo ſay that It Follows. Sin- 
I cerity, accompanied with INSINCERIT TC. 8 
| 4 vecelſary Diſtinfion between Sincer ity in the Ab- 
be ſtract, and Sincer iy in the Concrete. „„ "Og ts 


The Riſbop's er farts abuſe thoſe two Terms [Bes7] 
and, LWoRs r]. 


if A Rule whereby one may certainly know which is hs 
bt: = Beſt Communion. * | 
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